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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

DRAGON BLEU (SARL), ]
Opposition No. 91212231
Opposer,
V. Application Ser. No. 85848528
VENM, LLC,
Applicant. ]

FIRST AMENDED ANSWER

Applicant, VENM, LLC (“VENM?”), by and through its attorneys, hereby submits its An-
swer to the Notice of Opposition filed by Opposer Dragon Bleu (SARL) as follows, with
the following numbered Paragraphs corresponding to the numbers of the Paragraphs of
the Notice of Opposition under the headings used in the Notice of Opposition.

1. Admit.

2. Applicant does not possess sufficient information to determine the truth or falsity of this
allegation, and accordingly, denies the same.

3. Applicant does not possess sufficient information to determine the truth or falsity of this
allegation, and accordingly, denies the same.

4. Applicant does not possess sufficient information to determine the truth or falsity of this

allegation, and accordingly, denies the same.

5. Deny.
6. Deny.
7. Deny.



8.

Applicant admits that if the opposed registration is granted, Applicant would have the
right to use the mark VENM. Applicant denies the remaining allegations of paragraph 8
of the Notice of Opposition.

Opposer’s Claimed Damages

VENM, LLC is without knowledge as to Opposer’s belief that it will be damaged by the registra-

10.

11.

tion of Applicant’s mark upon the Principal Register. Applicant denies that Opposer
shall suffer any damage whatsoever, and denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

First Affirmative Defense — Failure to State a Claim
Opposer has failed to state a claim upon which the relief it seeks can be granted.
Second Affirmative Defense — Opposer’s Weak Marks
Opposer’s marks cannot be accorded the deference due a strong, inherently distinctive
and/or arbitrary mark, because none of them are strong, inherently distinctive or arbitrary.
Third Affirmative Defense — Difference in Marks
With regards to Opposer’s Registration No. 3896673, the claimed mark consists of the
stylized wording “VENUM?” under a design of a snake’s head within a circle (hereinafter
“VENUM AND DESIGN”). “VENUM?” is written in a stylized font wherein the ‘N’ re-
sembles a set of fangs. In addition, the mark VENUM AND DESIGN has a distinctive
sound. Applicant’s Mark is substantially different than Opposer’s Mark, and is unlikely
to be confused therewith. In particular, Applicant’s mark is drawn in a non-stylized font
and appears substantially different. In addition, Applicant’s mark has its own distinctive

sound.



12.

13.

14.

With regards to Opposer’s Registration No. 3927787, the claimed mark consists of the
stylized wording “VENUM” under a design of a snake’s head within a circle. “VENUM
AND DESIGN” is written in a stylized font wherein the ‘N’ resembles a set of fangs. In
addition, the mark VENUM AND DESIGN has a distinctive sound. Applicant’s Mark is
substantially different than Opposer’s Mark, and is unlikely to be confused therewith. In
particular, Applicant’s mark is drawn in a non-stylized font and appears substantially dif-
ferent. In addition, Applicant’s mark has its own distinctive sound.

With regards to Opposer’s Registration No. 4017907, the claimed mark consists of the
stylized wording “VENUM?” under a design of a snake’s head. “VENUM?” is written in a
stylized font wherein the ‘N’ resembles a set of fangs. In addition, the mark VENUM
AND DESIGN has a distinctive sound. Applicant’s Mark is substantially different than
Opposer’s Mark, and is unlikely to be confused therewith. In particular, Applicant’s
mark is drawn in a non-stylized font and appears substantially different. In addition, Ap-
plicant’s mark has its own distinctive sound.

With regards to Opposer’s Serial Number 79124129, the mark consists of the stylized
wording “VENUM?” under a design of a snake’s head within a circle. “VENUM?” is writ-
ten in a stylized font wherein the ‘N’ resembles a set of fangs. In addition, the mark
VENUM AND DESIGN has a distinctive sound. Applicant’s Mark is substantially dif-
ferent than Opposer’s Mark, and is unlikely to be confused therewith. In particular, Ap-
plicant’s mark is drawn in a non-stylized font and appears substantially different. In ad-
dition, Applicant’s mark has its own distinctive sound.

Fourth Affirmative Defense — Different Goods or Services



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

There is no likelihood of confusion, mistake or deception because, inter alia, Applicant’s
mark and the pleaded Opposer’s marks are drawn to entirely different goods and/or ser-
vices.

The challenged Application is directed to class 25, and specifically to dance costumes.
Applicant VENM designs, manufactures, markets and sells high quality stylish dance
wear.

VENM targets the dancing market, including the pole dancing market. Its products in-
clude Crop Tank Tops, Spring Training Dolman Tops, Polekini outfits, and Thigh High
Stirrup Leg Warmers.

Opposer’s Registration No. 3896673 is directed to classes 24 and 26.

With regards to class 24, Opposer claims to use the mark on “Fabrics, namely, fabrics
made of cotton, microfiber, polyamide, acrylic; fabrics for textile use; velvet; bed linen;
household linen; table linen not of paper; bath linen; except clothing.”

With regards to class 26, Opposer claims to use the mark on “Lace and embroidery, rib-
bons and braid; buttons, hooks and eyes, ornamental novelty pins and needles; artificial
flowers; false beards, hair or moustaches; lace trimmings; wigs; clothing fasteners, name-
ly clothing hooks or clasps; hair ornaments.”

Opposer’s Registration No. 3927787 is directed to class 25. Opposer claims to use the
mark on “Martial arts and boxing clothes, namely, martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos;
Sport shoes, especially for the practice of martial arts.”

Opposer’s Registration No. 4017907 is directed to class 28. Opposer claims to use the

mark on “Protective equipment for sports, namely, boxing gloves and gloves for randori,



23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

shin guards, elbow guards, knee guards; protective padding for engaging in combat sports
and martial arts.”
Opposer’s Serial Number 79124129 is directed to class 9. Opposer claims to use the
mark on “Protective helmets for combat sports.”
All of the goods and services to which Opposer’s marks are directed are substantially dif-
ferent than the goods and services to which Applicant’s mark is directed.

Fifth Affirmative Defense — Different Marketing Channels
On information and belief, Opposer’s products are marketed through the website

http://www.venumfight.com. This site appears to target the mixed martial arts market.

There is no dancewear marketed on this website.

On information and belief, Opposer does not design, manufacture, market, or sell dance

wear. Nor does Opposer market any of its products to consumers of dance wear.

Opposer has admitted that “[martial arts] goods are most commonly sold through special-

ized stores which cater exclusively to the fight sports and martial arts markets.” Trade-

mark Ser. No. 79063381, Request for Reconsideration after Final Action, Filed Oct. 22,

2010, at 5, attached hereto as Exh. A (emphasis added). Applicant does not sell its goods

through specialized stores that cater to the fight sports and martial arts markets.

There is no likelihood of confusion, mistake or deception because Applicant’s opposed

mark and the pleaded Opposer’s marks are used in entirely different marketing channels.
Sixth Affirmative Defense — Sophisticated Consumers

There is no likelihood of confusion, mistake or deception because Applicant’s goods are

marketed to sophisticated dancers that exercise a high degree of care in their purchasing

decisions, and clearly understand the difference between Opposer’s goods; i.e.; martial



30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

art themed clothing and equipment, and Applicant’s goods; i.e.; dance related costumes
and equipment.

Seventh Affirmative Defense — Estoppel by Lack of Use and/or Abandonment

All of the marks asserted by Opposer were filed under Section 66(a) of the U.S. Trade-
mark Act. As such, Opposer did not submit evidence of use of any of the asserted marks
in the United States.

Opposer’s Registration No. 3896673 is directed to classes 24 and 26.

With regards to class 24, Opposer claims to use the mark on “Fabrics, namely, fabrics
made of cotton, microfiber, polyamide, acrylic; fabrics for textile use; velvet; bed linen;
household linen; table linen not of paper; bath linen; except clothing.”

With regards to class 26, Opposer claims to use the mark on “Lace and embroidery, rib-
bons and braid; buttons, hooks and eyes, ornamental novelty pins and needles; artificial
flowers; false beards, hair or moustaches; lace trimmings; wigs; clothing fasteners, name-
ly clothing hooks or clasps; hair ornaments.”

On information and belief, Opposer does not use the mark VENUM AND DESIGN on
each and every product and/or service for which it registered the asserted mark, and is ac-
cordingly estopped from asserting Registration No. 3896673. For example, and without
limitation, Applicant’s investigation did not uncover use of the mark VENUM AND DE-
SIGN on bed linen, household linen, table linen, ribbons and braids, ornamental novelty
pins and needles, artificial flowers, false beards, hairs or moustaches, lace trimmings,
wigs, clothing hooks or clasps, and hair ornaments.  Accordingly, this mark was either

never used or is now abandoned, and Opposer is estopped from its assertion.

Eighth Affirmative Defense — Estoppel by Statements Made to Secure Registration



35.

36.

37.

During prosecution of Reg. No. 3927787, Opposer sought registration of the mark
VENUM AND DESIGN in International Class 25. This registration was initially rejected
by an Office Action dated April 22, 2010 as likely causing confusion with Reg. No.
3,676,523, which is directed to the mark “VENOM?” for use in connection with “Ski and
snowboard wear, namely jackets, pants, insulated jackets, insulated pants, one piece insu-
lated suits, fleece tops, fleece jackets, sweaters, fleece pants, shirts, t-shirts, gloves, hats,
caps, hoods, mittens, sweatshirts, waterproof and water repellant jackets and pants” in In-
ternational Class 25.

In Opposer’s response, filed on October 22, 2010, attached hereto as Exh. A, Opposer
argued that “both marks are specifically and narrowly directed to clothing used in con-
nection with the entirely unrelated sports of skiing and martial arts respectively [...]”
Opposer then went on to admit that the “cited mark coexists with a number of registered
VENOM-formative marks for other sporting goods [...],” Exh. A, at 3, and that “the
VENOM mark itself is widely used in the sporting goods industry, and is registered by
different parties in connection with the sports of baseball, cycling, billiards, and sport
shooting.” Exh. A, at 3.

Opposer goes on to admit that martial arts goods are not likely to be confused with any
other type of sporting goods by consumers in the marketplace. In particular, Opposer ar-
gues that “[s]port is a very broad category that encompasses many different types of ac-
tivities that speak to widely varied interests [...],” Exh. A, at 4, and that the traditional
likelihood of confusion analysis simply does not apply to different types of specialty

markets. Exh. A, at 5.



38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

Opposer also admitted that martial arts goods are most commonly sold through specialty
retailers. For example, Opposer argued that “[martial arts] goods are most commonly
sold through specialized stores which cater exclusively to the fight sports and martial arts
markets.” Exh. A, at 5 (emphasis added).

Given these admissions, Opposer is estopped from asserting that Applicant’s mark
“VENM,” which seeks registration in International Class 25 for “dance costumes” could
cause confusion with Opposer’s mark “VENUM,” which is restricted exclusively to mar-
tial arts related products.

COUNTERCLAIM

First Ground — Fraudulent Statements Made
During Prosecution to Conceal Lack of Distinctiveness

Applicant incorporates by reference all of its responses to Opposer’s allegations in para-
graphs 1-8, and its affirmative representations in paragraphs 9-39.

Applicant is the owner of pending Trademark App. Ser. No. 85848528, which is directed
to the mark “VENM.” It has been filed in international class 25 for dance costumes. See
Exh. C.

None of Opposer’s asserted marks have been registered for five years, and accordingly,
none are incontestable. Accordingly, all can be challenged for any grounds. See Sad-
dlesprings v. Mad Croc Brands, TTAB Proc. No. 92055493.

Applicant hereby seeks cancellation of asserted Reg. Nos. 3896673, 3927787, and
4017907 (“the asserted registrations™).

The same attorney that represented Dragon Bleu during the prosecution of all of the

above recited registrations now represents Dragon Bleu in this Opposition Proceeding.



45.

46.

47.

All of the asserted registrations are directed to the mark “VENUM.” As asserted herein,
the mark “VENUM?” is not distinctive as numerous others make use of confusingly simi-
lar marks (at least as Opposer has asserted its marks). For example, the mark “VENUM”
is used by Optec USA on spinal braces for medical use. See Ser. No. 85535608, Reg.
No. 4314403. Similarly, the mark “VENUM?” is used by Jamie Burgos to denote dance
performances. See Ser. No. 78927571, Reg. No. 3295728. In addition, there are numer-
ous uses of the similar term “VENOM,” such as by UnderArmor on shoes, by Venom-
wear on clothing, and again on clothing by a clothing store in Memphis, Tennessee. See
Exh. B, collecting registered and unregistered uses of VENOM.

During prosecution Opposer expressly stated that it would limit the mark to martial arts
related goods. See Exh. A, at 3-6. Opposer made this statement to secure registration of
its mark. Opposer now attempts to assert its mark to cover dance costumes, in direct con-
travention of the argument it made to secure registration of its mark. Accordingly, Op-
poser has effectively “revoked” its agreement to limit its mark to martial arts related
goods, which was the only reason that its mark was found distinctive. Opposer should
not be allowed to argue that its mark is distinctive as it is restricted to martial arts goods
and equipment and then use the same mark to oppose what it claims is a similar mark di-
rected to dance costumes.

Moreover, at the same time that Opposer was arguing that it would limit its use of the
mark to martial arts related goods, on information and belief, it was planning to use the
mark offensively against others who did not sell martial arts goods. VENM has been
harmed by Opposer’s securing registration of its marks, as evidenced by this Opposition

Proceeding.



48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

In particular, during prosecution, Dragon Bleu’s Attorney made the following representa-
tions:

a. “Applicant respectfully submits that Applicant’s VENUM (plus design) mark

is not likely to cause confusion with the cited registration for VENOM be-

cause both marks are specifically and narrowly directed to clothing used in

connection with the entirely unrelated sports of skiing and martial arts respec-

tively, especially when cited mark coexists with a number of registered VEN-
OM-formative marks for other sporting goods.” Exh. A at 2 (emphasis add-
ed).

b. “As amended, Applicant’s goods are limited to clothing used in connection

with a particular sport, namely martial arts.” Exh. A at 2 (emphasis added).

The above statements were made during prosecution to secure allowance of Reg. No.
3927787.

The mark registered in Reg. Nos. 3896673 and 4017907 is identical to the mark regis-
tered in Reg. No. 3927787.

On information and belief, at the time that the statements were made, Dragon Bleu and/or
its Attorney fully intended to assert the mark against those who sought registration of
marks phonetically similar to “VENUM?” outside of martial arts related goods.

Applicant has been harmed by Opposer’s registration of VENUM as evidenced by this
wrongfully brought Opposition Proceeding.

Accordingly, the mark “VENUM” reflected in Reg. Nos. 3896673, 3927787, and

4017907 is not distinctive as asserted by Opposer, and was only registered due to the

10



54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

fraudulent representations made by Dragon Bleu and/or its representatives during prose-
cution.
Therefore, Reg. Nos. 3896673, 3927787, and 4017907 should be canceled.

Second Ground — No Bona Fide Use
Applicant incorporates by reference all of its responses to Opposer’s allegations in para-
graphs 1-8, and its affirmative representations in paragraphs 9-39.
Opposer’s Registration No. 3,896,673 was registered under Section 66(a). This registra-
tion is not incontestable as it has been registered for less than five years and accordingly
can be challenged for any grounds recited in 15 U.S.C. § 1064.
Opposer’s Registration No. 3,896,673 is for VENUM AND DESIGN for goods in Inter-
national Classes 24 and 26.
Opposer’s Registration No. 3,896,673 was filed in the United States Trademark Office on
on November 24, 2008, claiming priority of International Registration No. 0988214. It
was published for opposition October 12, 2010, and registered on December 28, 2010.
In its Class 24 application for registration via an extension under the Madrid Protocol,
Opposer declared that it uses its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on “Fabrics, namely, fab-
rics made of cotton, microfiber, polyamide, acrylic; fabrics for textile use; velvet; bed

linen; household linen; table linen not of paper; bath linen; except clothing.” (emphasis

added).
In its Class 26 application for registration via an extension under the Madrid protocol,
Opposer declared that it uses its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on “Lace and embroi-

dery, ribbons and braid; buttons, hooks and eyes, ornamental novelty pins and needles;

11



61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

artificial flowers; false beards, hair or moustaches; lace trimmings; wigs; clothing fasten-
ers, namely clothing hooks or clasps; hair ornaments.”

During prosecution of Registration No. 3896673, Opposer did not submit any evidence of
use of its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on any of the aforelisted goods in Classes 24 and
26 during prosecution of the asserted registration.

Opposer’s current website, www.venumfight.com displays and lists for sale various

clothing, bags and gear utilizing the VENUM ND DESIGN mark, but does not display
any of the fabrics listed in its Class 24 application listing of goods. The “clothing” of-
fered for sale on this website was specifically excepted from the Class 24 registration, so
Opposer is unable to claim that such website constitutes either actual or technical use of
its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on its listing of goods in Class 24..

The website www.venumfight.com also does not display or offer for sale any of the

goods listed in its Class 26 application. Opposer cannot claim that its website constitutes
technical use of its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on its listing of goods in Class 26.
Inasmuch as its own website does not offer for sale any of the listed goods in Classes 24
and 26, Opposer cannot claim that it has used its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on any of
its goods listed in Classes 24 and 26.

Opposer’s Registration No. 3,927,787 was also registered under Section 66(a). This reg-
istration is not incontestable as it has been registered for less than five years and accord-
ingly can be challenged for any grounds recited in Section 14 (15 U.S.C. 1064).
Opposer’s Registration No. 3,927,787 is for VENUM AND DESIGN for goods in Inter-

national Class 25.

12
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68.

69.

70.

71.

72,

Opposer’s Registration No. 3,927,787 was filed in the United States Trademark Office on
on November 24, 2008, claiming priority of International Registration No. 0988214. It
was registered on March 8, 2011.

In its Class 25 application for registration via an extension under the Madrid Protocol,
Opposer declared that it uses its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on “Martial arts and box-
ing clothes, namely martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; Sport shoes, especially for the
practice of martials arts.”

During prosecution of Registration No. 3,927,787, Opposer did not submit any evidence
of use of its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on “kimonos” or “sport shoes, especially for
the practice of martial arts”.

Opposer’s current website, www.venumfight.com displays and lists for sale various

clothing, bags and gear utilizing the VENUM AND DESIGN mark, but does not display
any kimonos or sport shoes, especially for the practice of martial arts. Accordingly, Op-
poser is unable to claim that its website constitutes either actual or technical use, of its
VENUM AND DESIGN mark on fabrics.

Opposer’s website does display and offer for sale “sandals”, but such sandals are tradi-
tional beach shoes in the nature of “flip-flops’ A screen print from the website

www.kungfudirect.com shows shoes that are used for martial arts are full fitting shoes or

over the foot slippers. See Exh. D.
Inasmuch as its own website does not display and offer for sale any kimonos or sport
shoes for use in martial arts in Class 25, Opposer cannot claim that it has used its

VENUM AND DESIGN mark on these two specific goods.

13



73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

Trademark rights are acquired and maintained in the United States through use in com-
merce, that is, bona fide use of the mark made in the ordinary course of trade. 15 U.S.C.
§ 1127.
Opposer, as a Section 66(a) registrant, is subject to the use requirements and is not enti-
tled to maintain its registrations for the specific goods listed above.
The non-use of the mark for the goods for which it was registered is not justifiable. Ac-
cordingly, this mark was never used on all of the goods for which it was registered and
Reg. No. 3896673 should be cancelled. See Saddlesprings v. Mad Croc Brands, TTAB
Proc. No. 92055493, p. 12 (“[i]n the absence of justifiable non-use, Section 66(a) regis-
trations which have never been used, or for which use has been discontinued with no in-
tent to resume use, may be subject to cancellation for abandonment [...]”

Third Ground — Abandonment
Applicant incorporates by reference all of its responses to Opposer’s allegations in para-
graphs 1-8, and its affirmative representations in paragraphs 9-39.
Applicant further incorporates by reference all of its allegations of Paragraphs 56 through
75, above.
Opposer has not used its VENUM AND DESIGN MARK on the aforementioned goods
in Classes 24 and 26 and on kimonos and sport shoes for the practice of martial arts in
Class 25 since it stated its use of same in its respective applications filed on November
24, 2008.
Five years have gone by since Opposer filed its two applications and no use has been

made by Opposer of its VENUM AND DESIGN mark on the aforesaid goods.

14



80.  Accordingly, Opposer has abandoned its trademark rights for its VENUM AND DESIGN
mark on these goods. Section 66 does not eliminate the use requirement for a registrant
under it. Accordingly, U.S. Trademark Reg. No. 3,896,673 should be cancelled in its en-
tirety and U.S. Trademark Reg. No. 3,927,787 should be cancelled for kimonos and sport
shoes for use in martial arts.

EEE

81. Applicant previously filed the statutory fee for its counterclaim.

ADDITIONAL DEFENSES AND COUNTERCLAIMS

82.  Applicant hereby reserves the right to assert additional defenses and/or counterclaims

based on information learned or obtained during discovery.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays for judgment as follows:

@ this opposition be dismissed with prejudice;

(b) for the cancellation of U.S. Trademark Reg. Nos. 3896673, 3927787, and 4017907;

(c) that Registration for Applicant’s trademark application Serial Number 85848528 is issued

to Applicant.

15



Respectfully submitted,
VENM, LLC

By: /Konrad Sherinian/

Konrad Sherinian

Depeng Bi

THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, LLC
1755 Park Street

Suite # 200

Naperville, Illinois 60563

Phone: (630) 318-2606

Fax: (630) 318-2605

Email: ksherinian@sherinianlaw.net
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EXHIBIT A




Request for Reconsider ation after Final Action

Thetable below presentsthe data as enter ed.

SERIAL NUMBER 79063381

LAW OFFICE

ASSIGNED LAW OFFICE 105
MARK SECTION (no change)
ARGUMENT(S)

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED APRIL 22, 2010

In an Office Action dated April 22, 2010, the Examining Attorney preliminarily refused
registration under Trademark Act Section 2(d), 15 U.S.C. Section 1052(d), citing Reg. No. 3,676,523
for the mark VENOM for use in connection with “ Ski and snowboard wear, namely, jackets, pants,
insulated jackets, insulated pants, one piece insulated suits, fleece tops, fleece jackets, sweaters, fleece
pants, shirts, t-shirts, gloves, hats, caps, hoods, mittens, sweatshirts, waterproof and water repellent
jackets and pants’ in International Class 25.

The Examining Attorney also refused registration based on the alleged indefinite nature of the
description of services. Based on the following analysis, Applicant respectfully requests the Examining
Attorney withdraw hisrefusal and pass Applicant’s mark to publication.

AMENDMENTS
Applicant amends the identification of goods in International Class 25 to read as follows:

"Martia arts and boxing clothes, namely, martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; Sport shoes,
especially for the practice of martial arts”
REMARKS

l. Identification of Goodsin Class 25

The Examining attorney rejected the identification of goods and servicesin International Class 25 as

indefinite. The applicant has thus amended the goods and services as follows:

Clething Martia arts and boxing clothes, namely, fightsperts-ang-boxing-clotheshamely,t-shirts;




fightsperts; martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos, headgear;ramely;-hats-caps-sairts-belisas
cloething—gloves-as-eclothing: Sport shoes, especialy for the practice of fightspertsmartial arts

The revised description adopts the language proposed by the Examining Attorney, and further narrows

the scope of the identified goods. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the identification of

goods and servicesin Class 25 should be accepted as amended.

. THERE ISNO LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION WITH REGISTRATION
NO. 3,676,523

Applicant respectfully submits that Applicant’s VENUM (plus design) mark is not likely to cause
confusion with the cited registration for VENOM because both marks are specifically and narrowly
directed to clothing used in connection with the entirely unrelated sports of skiing and martia arts
respectively, especially when cited mark coexists with a number of registered VENOM-formative marks
for other sporting goods. Given the different natures of the goods, the different sets of interests that
these sports appeal too, and the different channels of trade, the marks are sufficiently distinct to make
confusion unlikely.
In determining whether alikelihood of confusion exists, each case must be decided on the basis of all
relevant factors, including the goods and services in question and the marketing environment in which
consumers normally encounter them. In re Bigelow, Inc., 199 USPQ 38, 40 (TTAB 1978). Even where
similar marks are applied to goods used in acommon industry, the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board
has not hesitated to find an absence of likelihood of confusion where goods differ or where thereis no
evidence that the respective goods would be encountered by the same consumers. In re Fesco, Inc., 219
USPQ 437 (TTAB 1983) (FESCO for farm equipment distributorships not likely to be confused with
FESCO for fertilizer and processing equipment). Furthermore, products which perform different
functions, even if used next to each other or together, are not necessarily in competition such that
confusion islikely. Life Technologies, Inc. v. Gibbco ientific, Inc., 826 F.2d 775, 776 (8th Cir. 1987)
(No confusion between GIBCO for micro-biological and tissue culture products and GIBBCO for blood
chemistry analyzers).

A. The Goods Are Sufficiently Distinct to Avoid Confusion in the Marketplace
As amended, Applicant’s goods are limited to clothing used in connection with a particular sport,
namely martial arts. Likewise, registrant’s goods are narrowly constrained to clothing used in

connection with the entirely different sport of skiina. Average consumers do not ordinarily associate



these sports with one another, and indeed would not expect that a company offering aline of skiwear
would also be selling martial arts kimonos, or vice versa.

The differences between the sports of skiing and martial arts trandlate into significant differencesin the
nature and function of the actual goodsin question. Skiing is an outdoor winter sport where the purpose
and function of the clothing is to protect the wearer from the cold and other weather conditions. In
contrast, martial artsis an indoor sport not associated with any particular season, where the objective of
Applicant’s goods is to survive the wear and tear inherent in the sport while keeping the wearer cool.
Given these different purposes and functions, there is no risk that a consumer would accidently select
Applicant’ s goods believing them appropriate for the ski slopes, or select the registered mark’s goods
believing them appropriate for the octagon.

Moreover, the sports of skiing and martial arts appeal to entirely different sets of interests, and thus the
markets and audiences for the goods associated therewith are entirely distinct. Sport isavery broad
category that encompasses many different types of activities that speak to widely varied interests.
Because of this, even identical marks are allowed to coexist for sporting goods associated with different
gports. Indeed, the VENOM mark itself iswidely used in the sporting goods industry, and is registered
by different parties in connection with the sports of baseball, cycling, billiards, and sport shooting. See
Ex. A (collecting registrations for VENOM for use in connection with baseball bats, bicycles, billiard
cues, and rifle scopes).

The market for skiing, for example, isindividuals who are interested winter sports, the outdoors, and the
rush of going downhill fast, among others. None of those interests, however, overlap with the interests
served by the martial arts, which speak to an enjoyment of physical confrontation, and mastering the
techniques of defeating an opponent in hand-to-hand combat. Indeed, the interests served by skiing are
far more similar to cycling — in which the cited mark coexists with Reg. No. 3,000,634 covering
VENOM for bicycles— than it does with the martial arts. See Ex. A. With such vastly different
interests served by these sports, the skiing and martial artsindustries are not related in any meaningful
manner, and thus, given the different markets for Applicant’ s and Registrant’s goods, confusion is
unlikely.

In addition, because of the different interests served by the skiing and martial arts industries, average

consumers do not associate these sports with one another, and thus would not expect a common source



of origin even were they to encounter asimilar trademark.[l] Moreover, the Cambridge Rubber Co. v.
Cluett, Peabody & Co., 286 F.2d 623 (C.C.P.A. 1961) line of cases are not applicable, as none of these
cases involve specialty clothing intended for use with a particular sport. Each of the cases cited by the
examiner involve general, everyday clothing items such as shoes, shirts, pants, and underwear, which
are found related regardless of whether they are marketed to men, women, or children. This holding
makes sense in the context of everyday clothing items, where the general industry practiceisfor one
company to offer lines of clothing for men, women, and children. The same logic, however, cannot be
extended to specialty clothing, where there is no common industry practice to serve both the martial arts
and skiwear markets. Indeed, extending this line of cases to cover skiwear and martial arts clothing is
tantamount to holding that every good in International Class 25 isrelated to every other good in the

class, which would stretch the reasoning of these cases well past its breaking point.
B. TheDiffering Channelsof Trade Also Make Confusion Unlikely

In addition to the differences between the goods themselves, Applicant’ s goods do not generally travel
through the same channels of trade as skiwear, thus making confusion even more unlikely.

Applicant’s goods are most commonly sold through specialized stores which cater exclusively to the
fight sports and martial arts markets. See Ex. B. These stores do not offer skiwear and are not likely to
be encountered by consumers seeking out skiwear. See e.g., Ex. C, www.fightrack.com. Thus, most
consumers who encounter Applicant’s mark will do so at these specialty stores, where confusion is
highly unlikely.

Moreover, to the extent that Applicant’ s goods may be available at the department store-like sporting
goods stores, such as Sports Authority or Dicks Sporting Goods, they will be in different departments,
and thus are unlikely to be encountered by the same consumers. See Recot Inc. v. M.C. Becton, 214
F.3d 1322, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (“the law is that products should not be deemed related ssmply
because they are sold in the same kind of establishments” such as a supermarket or department store).
Also, consumers at these stores are readily able to distinguish between VENOM marks in different
departments, as they will very likely also encounter VENOM baseball bats (Reg. No. 2,969,824),
VENOM bicycles (Reg. No. 3,000,634), VENOM billiard cues (Reg. No. 3,577,338), and VENOM rifle

scopes (Reg. No. 3,858,110). SeeEx. A.
C. Given the Different Goods, the Marks Are Sufficiently Distinct to Render
Confusion Unlikely



As discussed above, the goods claimed by Applicant are significantly different from those in the cited
registration. Given these differences and the number of VENOM-formative marks associated with
sporting goods, the marks in question are sufficiently different to make confusion unlikely in the
marketplace.

Visually, the marks are readily distinguishable by the prominent design element and novel spelling of
Applicant’s VENUM mark. Ordinary consumers, who (as discussed above) are unlikely to associate
skiwear with martia arts clothing in the first place, will readily pick up on these differencesto
distinguish Applicant’s goods from the pack of other VENUM formative sporting goods marks. Thus,
the clear differences in the marks will avoid any possibility of confusion in the crowded marketplace.
Moreover, because of the limited goods claimed in connection with both marks, and the number of other
VENOM-formative marks, consumers who encounter the marks aurally will likely do so in a context
that makes the goods and their origin plain. For example, if they hear aradio advertisement for a
VENUM kimono, there will be no confusion as to whose products are being advertised. Thus, the
marks are distinct enough to avoid confusion when used in connection with the widely different goods

claimed in connection with these marks.
l. CONCLUSION

The cited VENOM mark for skiwear coexists in the marketplace with a number of VENOM branded
sporting goods, and thus there is no reason to suspect that the use of Applicant’'s VENUM (plus design)
mark for the totally unrelated sports of martial arts and boxing will cause confusion if registered. Thisis
especially true, given that the clothing itemsin question are significantly different and the sports
themselves appeal to an entirely different audiences with greatly different interests. Thus, Applicant
respectfully requests that the pending office action be withdrawn and that its application be alowed to

proceed to publication.

[1] Applicant notes that the third party registrations cited by the examiner do not prove that the alleged
overlap between skiwear and martia arts clothing is so pervasive that ordinary consumers will presume
both emanate from a common source. First and foremost, Registration No. 3,223,416 for DJDERTY
JERSEY is suspect given the fact that it is owned by an individual and claims alaundry list of goods
including everything from hockey pants to baby bibs, and yet whose products do not appear to be
available for sale viaany online retailer.

For the remaining registrations, the fact they only include “ ski gloves’ and do not include the other
skiwear goods one would expect, such as ski pants, parkas, and the like, tends to suggest that the
registrant doesn’t really deal in skiwear. In any event, three registrations that mention glovesin



passing is hardly sufficient evidence from which to conclude that consumers ordinarily presume skiwear
and martial arts clothing emanate from a common source, especially where there is no evidence of
record of any company actually selling both aline of skiwear and martia arts clothing.
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DESCRIPTION OF Exhibit A - USPTO trademark registration records. Exhibit B - Screenshot of
EVIDENCE FILE applicant's website. Exhibit C - Screenshot of website.

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES SECTION (current)

INTERNATIONAL

CLASS 025

DESCRIPTION

Clothing, namely, fightsports and boxing clothes, namely, t-shirts, fightsports, shorts, kimonos;
headgear, namely, hats, caps; shirts; belts as clothing; gloves as clothing; sport shoes, especially for the
practice of fightsports

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES SECTION (proposed)

INTERNATIONAL

CLASS 025

TRACKED TEXT DESCRIPTION

arts and boxmq cIoth& namely, martial arts unlforms shorts k| monos, headgeakﬂamely—ha&s—eaps

Sport shoes, especialy for the practice of martial arts; shirts; beltsasclething; glovesaselething; spert
’ o I : "

FINAL DESCRIPTION

Martial arts and boxing clothes, namely, martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; Sport shoes, especially
for the practice of martial arts

SIGNATURE SECTION
RESPONSE SIGNATURE | /asi|verstein/

SIGNATORY'SNAME Aaron Silverstein

SIGNATORY'S

POSITION Attorney of record, Massachusetts bar member
DATE SIGNED 10/22/2010

AUTHORIZED

SIGNATORY YES



CONCURRENT APPEAL

NOTICE FILED NO

FILING INFORMATION SECTION

SUBMIT DATE Fri Oct 22 12:52:42 EDT 2010
USPTO/RFR-64.140.207.110-
20101022125242357077-7906

TEASSTAMP 3381-470c4742aec2e8cee7bb
2d04bc7ed45a-N/A-N/A-2010
1022120216982121

Request for Reconsideration after Final Action
Tothe Commissioner for Trademarks:

Application serial no. 79063381 has been amended as follows:

ARGUMENT(S)
In response to the substantive refusal(s), please note the following:

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION DATED APRIL 22, 2010

In an Office Action dated April 22, 2010, the Examining Attorney preliminarily refused
registration under Trademark Act Section 2(d), 15 U.S.C. Section 1052(d), citing Reg. No. 3,676,523 for
the mark VENOM for use in connection with “ Ski and snowboard wear, namely, jackets, pants, insulated
jackets, insulated pants, one piece insulated suits, fleece tops, fleece jackets, sweaters, fleece pants, shirts,
t-shirts, gloves, hats, caps, hoods, mittens, sweatshirts, waterproof and water repellent jackets and pants”
in International Class 25.

The Examining Attorney also refused registration based on the alleged indefinite nature of the description
of services. Based on the following analysis, Applicant respectfully requests the Examining Attorney
withdraw his refusal and pass Applicant’s mark to publication.

AMENDMENTS
Applicant amends the identification of goodsin International Class 25 to read asfollows:

"Martia arts and boxing clothes, namely, martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; Sport shoes,
especially for the practice of martial arts”
REMARKS



l. Identification of Goodsin Class 25

The Examining attorney rejected the identification of goods and servicesin International Class 25 as

indefinite. The applicant has thus amended the goods and services as follows:

Clething Martial arts and boxing clothes, namely, fightspertsand-bexing-clotheshamely,t-shitts;
fightsperts; martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; headgear-ramelyhats-caps-shirtsbeltsas
clethingglovesaselething: Sport shoes, especially for the practice of fightspertsmartial arts

The revised description adopts the language proposed by the Examining Attorney, and further narrows the

scope of the identified goods. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the identification of goods and

servicesin Class 25 should be accepted as amended.

[I.  THEREISNO LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION WITH REGISTRATION
NO. 3,676,523

Applicant respectfully submits that Applicant’s VENUM (plus design) mark is not likely to cause
confusion with the cited registration for VENOM because both marks are specifically and narrowly
directed to clothing used in connection with the entirely unrelated sports of skiing and martial arts
respectively, especialy when cited mark coexists with a number of registered VENOM-formative marks
for other sporting goods. Given the different natures of the goods, the different sets of interests that these
sports appeal too, and the different channels of trade, the marks are sufficiently distinct to make confusion
unlikely.

In determining whether alikelihood of confusion exists, each case must be decided on the basis of all
relevant factors, including the goods and services in question and the marketing environment in which
consumers normally encounter them. In re Bigelow, Inc., 199 USPQ 38, 40 (TTAB 1978). Even where
similar marks are applied to goods used in a common industry, the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has
not hesitated to find an absence of likelihood of confusion where goods differ or where thereis no
evidence that the respective goods would be encountered by the same consumers. In re Fesco, Inc., 219
USPQ 437 (TTAB 1983) (FESCO for farm equipment distributorships not likely to be confused with
FESCO for fertilizer and processing equipment). Furthermore, products which perform different
functions, even if used next to each other or together, are not necessarily in competition such that
confusion is likely. Life Technologies, Inc. v. Gibbco ientific, Inc., 826 F.2d 775, 776 (8th Cir. 1987)

(No confusion between GIBCO for micro-biological and tissue culture products and GIBBCO for blood



chemistry analyzers).

A. The Goods Are Sufficiently Distinct to Avoid Confusion in the Marketplace
As amended, Applicant’s goods are limited to clothing used in connection with a particular sport, namely
martial arts. Likewise, registrant’ s goods are narrowly constrained to clothing used in connection with
the entirely different sport of skiing. Average consumers do not ordinarily associate these sports with one
another, and indeed would not expect that a company offering aline of skiwear would also be selling
martial arts kimonos, or vice versa.
The differences between the sports of skiing and martial arts trandate into significant differencesin the
nature and function of the actual goods in question. Skiing is an outdoor winter sport where the purpose
and function of the clothing isto protect the wearer from the cold and other weather conditions. In
contrast, martial artsis an indoor sport not associated with any particular season, where the objective of
Applicant’s goods is to survive the wear and tear inherent in the sport while keeping the wearer cool.
Given these different purposes and functions, there is no risk that a consumer would accidently select
Applicant’s goods believing them appropriate for the ski slopes, or select the registered mark’s goods
believing them appropriate for the octagon.
Moreover, the sports of skiing and martial arts appeal to entirely different sets of interests, and thus the
markets and audiences for the goods associated therewith are entirely distinct. Sport is avery broad
category that encompasses many different types of activities that speak to widely varied interests.
Because of this, even identical marks are allowed to coexist for sporting goods associated with different
sports. Indeed, the VENOM mark itself iswidely used in the sporting goods industry, and is registered by
different parties in connection with the sports of baseball, cycling, billiards, and sport shooting. See Ex. A
(collecting registrations for VENOM for use in connection with baseball bats, bicycles, billiard cues, and
rifle scopes).
The market for skiing, for example, isindividuals who are interested winter sports, the outdoors, and the
rush of going downhill fast, among others. None of those interests, however, overlap with the interests
served by the martial arts, which speak to an enjoyment of physical confrontation, and mastering the
techniques of defeating an opponent in hand-to-hand combat. Indeed, the interests served by skiing are far
more similar to cycling — in which the cited mark coexists with Reg. No. 3,000,634 covering VENOM

for bicycles— than it does with the martial arts. See Ex. A. With such vastly different interests served



by these sports, the skiing and martial arts industries are not related in any meaningful manner, and thus,
given the different markets for Applicant’s and Registrant’ s goods, confusion is unlikely.

In addition, because of the different interests served by the skiing and martial arts industries, average
consumers do not associate these sports with one another, and thus would not expect a common source of
origin even were they to encounter asimilar trademark.[l] Moreover, the Cambridge Rubber Co. v.
Cluett, Peabody & Co., 286 F.2d 623 (C.C.P.A. 1961) line of cases are not applicable, as none of these
cases involve specialty clothing intended for use with a particular sport. Each of the cases cited by the
examiner involve general, everyday clothing items such as shoes, shirts, pants, and underwear, which are
found related regardless of whether they are marketed to men, women, or children. This holding makes
sense in the context of everyday clothing items, where the general industry practice is for one company to
offer lines of clothing for men, women, and children. The same logic, however, cannot be extended to
specialty clothing, where there is no common industry practice to serve both the martial arts and skiwear
markets. Indeed, extending thisline of cases to cover skiwear and martial arts clothing is tantamount to
holding that every good in International Class 25 isrelated to every other good in the class, which would

stretch the reasoning of these cases well past its breaking point.
B. TheDiffering Channels of Trade Also Make Confusion Unlikely

In addition to the differences between the goods themselves, Applicant’s goods do not generally travel
through the same channels of trade as skiwear, thus making confusion even more unlikely.

Applicant’s goods are most commonly sold through specialized stores which cater exclusively to the fight
sports and martial arts markets. See Ex. B. These stores do not offer skiwear and are not likely to be
encountered by consumers seeking out skiwear. See e.g., Ex. C, www.fightrack.com. Thus, most
consumers who encounter Applicant’s mark will do so at these specialty stores, where confusion is highly
unlikely.

Moreover, to the extent that Applicant’s goods may be available at the department store-like sporting
goods stores, such as Sports Authority or Dicks Sporting Goods, they will be in different departments, and
thus are unlikely to be encountered by the same consumers. See Recot Inc. v. M.C. Becton, 214 F.3d
1322, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (“the law isthat products should not be deemed related simply because they
are sold in the same kind of establishments’ such as a supermarket or department store). Also, consumers
at these stores are readily able to distinguish between VENOM marks in different departments, as they
will very likely also encounter VENOM baseball bats (Reg. No. 2,969,824), VENOM bicycles (Reg. No.



3,000,634), VENOM billiard cues (Reg. No. 3,577,338), and VENOM rifle scopes (Reg. No. 3,858,110).

SeeEx. A.
C. Given the Different Goods, the Marks Are Sufficiently Distinct to Render
Confusion Unlikely

As discussed above, the goods claimed by Applicant are significantly different from those in the cited
registration. Given these differences and the number of VENOM-formative marks associated with
sporting goods, the marks in question are sufficiently different to make confusion unlikely in the
marketplace.

Visually, the marks are readily distinguishable by the prominent design element and novel spelling of
Applicant’s VENUM mark. Ordinary consumers, who (as discussed above) are unlikely to associate
skiwear with martial arts clothing in the first place, will readily pick up on these differences to distinguish
Applicant’s goods from the pack of other VENUM formative sporting goods marks. Thus, the clear
differences in the marks will avoid any possibility of confusion in the crowded marketplace.

Moreover, because of the limited goods claimed in connection with both marks, and the number of other
VENOM-formative marks, consumers who encounter the marks aurally will likely do so in a context that
makes the goods and their origin plain. For example, if they hear a radio advertisement for aVENUM
kimono, there will be no confusion as to whose products are being advertised. Thus, the marks are distinct
enough to avoid confusion when used in connection with the widely different goods claimed in connection

with these marks.
[ CONCLUSION

The cited VENOM mark for skiwear coexists in the marketplace with a number of VENOM branded
sporting goods, and thus there is no reason to suspect that the use of Applicant’s VENUM (plus design)
mark for the totally unrelated sports of martial arts and boxing will cause confusion if registered. Thisis
especialy true, given that the clothing items in question are significantly different and the sports
themselves appeal to an entirely different audiences with greatly different interests. Thus, Applicant
respectfully requests that the pending office action be withdrawn and that its application be allowed to
proceed to publication.

[1] Applicant notes that the third party registrations cited by the examiner do not prove that the alleged
overlap between skiwear and martial arts clothing is so pervasive that ordinary consumers will presume



both emanate from a common source. First and foremost, Registration No. 3,223,416 for DJDERTY
JERSEY is suspect given the fact that it is owned by an individual and claims alaundry list of goods
including everything from hockey pantsto baby bibs, and yet whose products do not appear to be
available for saleviaany onlineretailer.

For the remaining registrations, the fact they only include “ski gloves’ and do not include the other
skiwear goods one would expect, such as ski pants, parkas, and the like, tends to suggest that the registrant
doesn't really deal in skiwear. In any event, three registrations that mention glovesin passing is hardly
sufficient evidence from which to conclude that consumers ordinarily presume skiwear and martial arts
clothing emanate from a common source, especially where there is no evidence of record of any company
actually selling both aline of skiwear and martial arts clothing.

EVIDENCE

Evidence in the nature of Exhibit A - USPTO trademark registration records. Exhibit B - Screenshot of
applicant's website. Exhibit C - Screenshot of website. has been attached.
Original PDF file:

evi 64140207110-120216982 . exhibit a final.pdf
Converted PDF file(s) (13 pages)
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Original PDF file:

evi 64140207110-120216982 . exhibit b final.pdf
Converted PDF file(s) (7 pages)
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Original PDF file:
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Converted PDF file(s) (7 pages)
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Evidence-5
Evidence-6
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CLASSIFICATION AND LISTING OF GOODS/SERVICES

Applicant proposesto amend the following class of goods/servicesin the application:

Current: Class 025 for Clothing, namely, fightsports and boxing clothes, namely, t-shirts, fightsports,
shorts, kimonos; headgear, namely, hats, caps; shirts; belts as clothing; gloves as clothing; sport shoes,
especially for the practice of fightsports

Origina Filing Basis:

Filing Basis Section 66(a), Request for Extension of Protection to the United States. Section 66(a) of the
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. §1141f.

Proposed:
Tracked Text Description:
frghtspertsshertskimenes, Martial arts and bOXI ng cIothes namely, martlal arts unlforms shorts

Kimonos, headgearramely-hats-eaps, Sport shoes, especially for the practice of martial arts; shirts; belts
asclothing; glovesas¢lething; spert-shees-especially-for-thepractice-of-fightsperts

Class 025 for Martia arts and boxing clothes, namely, martial arts uniforms, shorts, kimonos; Sport shoes,
especially for the practice of martial arts

Filing Basis Section 66(a), Request for Extension of Protection to the United States. Section 66(a) of the
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. §1141f.

SIGNATURE(S)

Request for Reconsideration Signature

Signature: /asilverstein/  Date: 10/22/2010

Signatory's Name: Aaron Silverstein

Signatory's Position: Attorney of record, Massachusetts bar member

The signatory has confirmed that he/she is an attorney who is a member in good standing of the bar of the
highest court of aU.S. state, which includes the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and other federal
territories and possessions; and he/she is currently the applicant's attorney or an associate thereof; and to
the best of his’her knowledge, if prior to his’her appointment another U.S. attorney or a Canadian
attorney/agent not currently associated with his’her company/firm previously represented the applicant in
this matter: (1) the applicant has filed or is concurrently filing a signed revocation of or substitute power
of attorney with the USPTO; (2) the USPTO has granted the request of the prior representative to
withdraw; (3) the applicant has filed a power of attorney appointing him/her in this matter; or (4) the
applicant's appointed U.S. attorney or Canadian attorney/agent has filed a power of attorney appointing
him/her as an associate attorney in this matter.

The applicant is not filing a Notice of Appeal in conjunction with this Request for Reconsideration.

Serial Number: 79063381

Internet Transmission Date: Fri Oct 22 12:52:42 EDT 2010
TEAS Stamp: USPTO/RFR-64.140.207.110-201010221252423
57077-79063381-470c4742aec2e8cee7bb2d04b



c7ed45a-N/A-N/A-20101022120216982121


































































































































































































































EXHIBIT C




From: TMOfficialNotices@USPTO.GOV

Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 00:34 AM

To: pto@sherinianlaw.net

Cc: ebi@sherinianlaw.net

Subject: 1318-0002 Official USPTO Notification: TMOG Publication Confirmation for Serial Number 85848528

TRADEMARK OFFICIAL GAZETTE PUBLICATION CONFIRMATION

U.S. Serial Number: 85-848,528

Mark: VENM(STANDARD CHARACTER MARK)
International Class(es): 025

Applicant: VENM, LLC

Docket/Reference Number: 1318-0002

The mark identified above has been published in the Trademark Official Gazette (TMOG) on Jul 30, 2013.

To View the Mark in the TMOG:

1. Click on the following link or paste the URL into an internet browser:
http://www.uspto.gov/web/trademarks/tmog/20130730 OG.pdf#page=00000817

2. Locate your mark on the displayed page.

If the TMOG PDF file does not open to the page containing your mark (you must have an Adobe Reader installed on your
workstation), click on the following link or paste the URL into an internet browser to review the Frequently Asked Questions
about the Trademark Official Gazette: http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/resources/tm _og fags.jsp.

On the publication date or shortly thereafter, the applicant should carefully review the information that appears in the TMOG for
accuracy. If any information is incorrect due to USPTO error, the applicant should immediately email the requested correction
to TMPostPubQuery@uspto.gov. For applicant corrections or amendments after publication, please file a post publication
amendment using the form available at http://teasroa.uspto.gov/ppa/. For general information about this notice, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199.

Significance of Publication for Opposition:

Any party who believes it will be damaged by the registration of the mark may file a notice of opposition (or extension of time
therefor) with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. If no party files an opposition or extension request within thirty (30) days
after the publication date, then eleven (11) weeks after the publication date a notice of allowance (NOA) should issue. (Note:
The applicant must file a Statement of Use or Extension Request within six (6) months after the NOA issues.)

To view this notice and other documents for this application on-line, go to Trademark Status and Document Retrieval at
http://tsdr.uspto.gov/, enter the United States application serial number and select the button labeled "Documents.” NOTE:
This notice will only be available on-line the next business day after receipt of this e-mail.




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Trademarks
P.O. Box 1451

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451
WWW.uspto.gov

Jul 10, 2013

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION

1. Serial No.: 2. Mark:
85-848,528 VENM
(STANDARD CHARACTER MARK)

3. International Class(es):

25
4. Publication Date: 5. Applicant:
Jul 30, 2013 VENM, LLC

The mark of the application identified appears to be entitled to registration. The mark will, in accordance with Section 12(a) of
the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended, be published in the Official Gazette on the date indicated above for the purpose of
opposition by any person who believes he will be damaged by the registration of the mark. If no opposition is filed within the
time specified by Section 13(a) of the Statute or by rules 2.101 or 2.102 of the Trademark Rules, the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks may issue a notice of allowance pursuant to section 13(b) of the Statute.

Copies of the trademark portion of the Official Gazette containing the publication of the mark may be obtained from:

The Superintendent of Documents
U.S. Government Printing Office
PO Box 371954

Pittsburgh, PA 15250-7954
Phone: 202-512-1800

By direction of the Commissioner.

Email Address(es):

pto@sherinianlaw.net
ebi@sherinianlaw.net



From: TMOfficialNotices@USPTO.GOV

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 03:32 AM

To: pto@sherinianlaw.net

Cc: ebi@sherinianlaw.net

Subject: 1318-0002 Official USPTO Notification: Issuance of Notice of Publication for Serial Number 85848528

NOTIFICATION OF "NOTICE OF PUBLICATION"

Your trademark application (Serial No. 85848528) is scheduled to publish in the Official Gazette on Jul 30, 2013. To preview
the Notice of Publication, go to http://tdr.uspto.gov/search.action?sn=85848528. If you have difficulty accessing the Notice of

Publication, contact TDR@uspto.gov.

PLEASE NOTE:
1. The Notice of Publication may not be immediately available but will be viewable within 24 hours of this e-mail notification.

2. You will receive a second e-mail on the actual "Publication Date," which will include a link to the issue of the Official
Gazette in which the mark has published.

Do NOT hit "Reply" to this e-mail notification. If you have any questions about the content of the Notice of Publication, contact
TMPostPubQuery@uspto.gov.




Trademark Snap Shot Publication & 1ssue Review Stylesheet

(Table presents the data on Publication & Issue Review Complete)

OVERVIEW
SERIAL NUMBER 85848528 FILING DATE 02/13/2013
REG NUMBER 0000000 REG DATE N/A
REGISTER PRINCIPAL MARK TYPE TRADEMARK
INTL REG # N/A INTL REG DATE N/A
TM ATTORNEY IMAM, AMEEN L.O. ASSIGNED 113
PUB INFORMATION
RUN DATE 06/26/2013
PUB DATE 07/30/2013
STATUS 681-PUBLICATION/ISSUE REVIEW COMPLETE
STATUS DATE 06/25/2013
LITERAL MARK ELEMENT | VENM
DATE ABANDONED N/A DATE CANCELLED N/A
SECTION 2F NO SECTION 2F IN PART NO
SECTION 8 NO SECTION 8 IN PART NO
SECTION 15 NO REPUB 12C N/A
RENEWAL FILED NO RENEWAL DATE N/A
DATE AMEND REG N/A
FILING BASIS
FILED BASIS CURRENT BASIS AMENDED BASIS
1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO
1 (b) YES 1 (b) YES 1 (b) NO
44D NO 44D NO 44D NO
44E NO 44E NO 44E NO
66A NO 66A NO
NO BASIS NO NO BASIS NO
MARK DATA
STANDARD CHARACTER MARK YES
LITERAL MARK ELEMENT VENM




MARK DRAWING CODE

COLOR DRAWING FLAG

PARTY TYPE

NAME

ADDRESS

ENTITY

CITIZENSHIP

INTERNATIONAL CLASS

DESCRIPTION TEXT

INTERNATIONAL | 025
CLASS

4-STANDARD CHARACTER MARK

NO

CURRENT OWNER INFORMATION
10-ORIGINAL APPLICANT
VENM, LLC

4367 Camelot Circle
Naperville, IL 60564

16-LTD LIAB CO

Illinois

GOODSAND SERVICES
025

Dance costumes

GOODSAND SERVICESCLASSIFICATION

FIRST USE | NONE FIRST USE | NONE CLASS 6-ACTIVE
DATE IN STATUS

COMMERCE

DATE

MISCELLANEOUSINFORMATION/STATEMENTS

CHANGE IN REGISTRATION

NO

PROSECUTION HISTORY

DATE ENT CD ENT DESCRIPTION ENT NUM
TYPE
06/25/2013 PREV 0] LAW OFFICE PUBLICATION REVIEW COMPLETED 010
06/17/2013 ALIE A ASSIGNED TO LIE 009
05/31/2013 CNSA P APPROVED FOR PUB - PRINCIPAL REGISTER 008
05/31/2013 XAEC | EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT ENTERED 007
05/31/2013 GNEN O] NOTIFICATION OF EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED 006
05/31/2013 GNEA F EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED 005
05/31/2013 CNEA R EXAMINERS AMENDMENT -WRITTEN 004
05/29/2013 DOCK D ASSIGNED TO EXAMINER 003
02/20/2013 NWOS | NEW APPLICATION OFFICE SUPPLIED DATA ENTERED 002
IN TRAM

02/16/2013 NWAP | NEW APPLICATION ENTERED IN TRAM 001



CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION
ATTORNEY Depeng Bi

CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS DEPENG BI
THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, LLC
1755 PARK ST STE 200
NAPERVILLE, IL 60563-8404

DOMESTIC REPRESENTATIVE NONE






Trademark Snap Shot Amendment & Mail Processing Stylesheet

(Table presents the data on Amendment & Mail Processing Complete)

OVERVIEW
SERIAL NUMBER 85848528 FILING DATE 02/13/2013
REG NUMBER 0000000 REG DATE N/A
REGISTER PRINCIPAL MARK TYPE TRADEMARK
INTL REG # N/A INTL REG DATE N/A
TM ATTORNEY IMAM, AMEEN L.O. ASSIGNED 113
PUB INFORMATION
RUN DATE 06/01/2013
PUB DATE N/A
STATUS 680-APPROVED FOR PUBLICATON
STATUS DATE 05/31/2013
LITERAL MARK ELEMENT | VENM
DATE ABANDONED N/A DATE CANCELLED N/A
SECTION 2F NO SECTION 2F IN PART NO
SECTION 8 NO SECTION 8 IN PART NO
SECTION 15 NO REPUB 12C N/A
RENEWAL FILED NO RENEWAL DATE N/A
DATE AMEND REG N/A
FILING BASIS
FILED BASIS CURRENT BASIS AMENDED BASIS
1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO
1 (b) YES 1 (b) YES 1 (b) NO
44D NO 44D NO 44D NO
44E NO 44E NO 44E NO
66A NO 66A NO
NO BASIS NO NO BASIS NO
MARK DATA
STANDARD CHARACTER MARK YES
LITERAL MARK ELEMENT VENM




MARK DRAWING CODE

COLOR DRAWING FLAG

PARTY TYPE

NAME

ADDRESS

ENTITY

CITIZENSHIP

INTERNATIONAL CLASS

DESCRIPTION TEXT

INTERNATIONAL | 025
CLASS

4-STANDARD CHARACTER MARK

NO

CURRENT OWNER INFORMATION
10-ORIGINAL APPLICANT
VENM, LLC

4367 Camelot Circle
Naperville, IL 60564

16-LTD LIAB CO

Illinois

GOODSAND SERVICES
025

Dance costumes

GOODSAND SERVICESCLASSIFICATION

FIRST USE | NONE FIRST USE | NONE CLASS
DATE IN STATUS
COMMERCE
DATE

MISCELLANEOUSINFORMATION/STATEMENTS

CHANGE IN REGISTRATION NO

PROSECUTION HISTORY

DATE ENT CD ENT DESCRIPTION
TYPE
05/31/2013 CNSA P APPROVED FOR PUB - PRINCIPAL REGISTER
05/31/2013 XAEC | EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT ENTERED
05/31/2013 GNEN O] NOTIFICATION OF EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED
05/31/2013 GNEA F EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED
05/31/2013 CNEA R EXAMINERS AMENDMENT -WRITTEN
05/29/2013 DOCK D ASSIGNED TO EXAMINER
02/20/2013 NWOS | NEW APPLICATION OFFICE SUPPLIED DATA ENTERED
IN TRAM
02/16/2013 NWAP | NEW APPLICATION ENTERED IN TRAM

CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

6-ACTIVE

ENT NUM

008

007

006

005

004

003

002

001



ATTORNEY Depeng Bi

CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS DEPENG BI
THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, LLC
1755 PARK ST STE 200
NAPERVILLE, IL 60563-8404

DOMESTIC REPRESENTATIVE NONE



VENM



Trademark Snap Shot Publication Stylesheet

(Table presents the data on Publication Approval)

OVERVIEW
SERIAL NUMBER 85848528 FILING DATE 02/13/2013
REG NUMBER 0000000 REG DATE N/A
REGISTER PRINCIPAL MARK TYPE TRADEMARK
INTL REG # N/A INTL REG DATE N/A
TM ATTORNEY IMAM, AMEEN L.O. ASSIGNED 113

PUB INFORMATION

RUN DATE 06/01/2013

PUB DATE N/A

STATUS 680-APPROVED FOR PUBLICATON
STATUS DATE 05/31/2013

LITERAL MARK ELEMENT VENM

DATE ABANDONED N/A DATE CANCELLED N/A
SECTION 2F NO SECTION 2F IN PART NO
SECTION 8 NO SECTION 8 IN PART NO
SECTION 15 NO REPUB 12C N/A
RENEWAL FILED NO RENEWAL DATE N/A
DATE AMEND REG N/A

FILING BASIS

FILED BASIS CURRENT BASIS AMENDED BASIS

1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO 1 (a) NO
1 (b) YES 1 (b) YES 1 (b) NO
44D NO 44D NO 44D NO
44E NO 44E NO 44E NO
66A NO 66A NO
NO BASIS NO NO BASIS NO

MARK DATA
STANDARD CHARACTER MARK YES

LITERAL MARK ELEMENT VENM




MARK DRAWING CODE

COLOR DRAWING FLAG

PARTY TYPE

NAME

ADDRESS

ENTITY

CITIZENSHIP

INTERNATIONAL CLASS

DESCRIPTION TEXT

INTERNATIONAL | 025
CLASS

4-STANDARD CHARACTER MARK

NO

CURRENT OWNER INFORMATION
10-ORIGINAL APPLICANT
VENM, LLC

4367 Camelot Circle
Naperville, IL 60564

16-LTD LIAB CO

Illinois

GOODSAND SERVICES
025

Dance costumes

GOODSAND SERVICESCLASSIFICATION

FIRST USE | NONE FIRST USE | NONE CLASS
DATE IN STATUS
COMMERCE
DATE

MISCELLANEOUSINFORMATION/STATEMENTS

CHANGE IN REGISTRATION NO

PROSECUTION HISTORY

DATE ENT CD ENT DESCRIPTION
TYPE
05/31/2013 CNSA P APPROVED FOR PUB - PRINCIPAL REGISTER
05/31/2013 XAEC | EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT ENTERED
05/31/2013 GNEN O] NOTIFICATION OF EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED
05/31/2013 GNEA F EXAMINERS AMENDMENT E-MAILED
05/31/2013 CNEA R EXAMINERS AMENDMENT -WRITTEN
05/29/2013 DOCK D ASSIGNED TO EXAMINER
02/20/2013 NWOS | NEW APPLICATION OFFICE SUPPLIED DATA ENTERED
IN TRAM
02/16/2013 NWAP | NEW APPLICATION ENTERED IN TRAM

CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

6-ACTIVE

ENT NUM

008

007

006

005

004

003

002

001



ATTORNEY Depeng Bi

CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS DEPENG BI
THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, LLC
1755 PARK ST STE 200
NAPERVILLE, IL 60563-8404

DOMESTIC REPRESENTATIVE NONE



VENM



To: VENM, LLC (pto@sherinianlaw.net)

Subject: U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 85848528 - VENM - 1318-0002
Sent: 5/31/2013 9:50:46 AM

Sent As: ECOM113@USPTO.GOV

Attachments:

UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO)
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICANT'STRADEMARK APPLICATION

U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 85848528

MARK: VENM

*85848528*

CORRESPONDENT ADDRESS:
DEPENG BI
THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, GENERAL TRADEMARK INFORMATION:
LLC http://www.uspto.gov/trademar ks/index.j sp
1755 PARK ST STE 200
NAPERVILLE, IL 60563-8404

APPLICANT: VENM, LLC
CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO :

1318-0002
CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:
pto@sherinianl aw.net

EXAMINER'SAMENDMENT

ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 5/31/2013

DATABASE SEARCH: The trademark examining attorney has searched the USPTO’s database of
registered and pending marks and has found no conflicting marks that would bar registration under
Trademark Act Section 2(d). TMEP §704.02; see 15 U.S.C. 81052(d).

APPLICATION HASBEEN AMENDED: In accordance with the authorization granted by Depeng Bi
on May 31, 2013, the trademark examining attorney has amended the application as indicated below.
Please advise the undersigned immediately of any objections. Otherwise, no response is necessary.
TMEP 8§707. Any amendments to the identification of goods and/or services may clarify or limit the
goods and/or services, but may not add to or broaden the scope of the goods and/or services. 37 C.F.R.
§2.71(a); see TMEP 881402.06 et seq.

EXPLANATION OF MARK’S SIGNIFICANCE



The following statement is added to the record:
Thewording “VENM” has no meaning other than trademark significance.
See 37 C.F.R. 82.61(b); TMEP 8808.01(a).

If applicant has questions regarding this Office action, please telephone or e-mail the assigned trademark
examining attorney. All relevant e-mail communications will be placed in the official application record;
however, an e-mail communication will not be accepted as a response to this Office action and will not
extend the deadline for filing a proper response. See 37 C.F.R. 82.191; TMEP 88304.01-.02, 709.04-.05.
Further, although the trademark examining attorney may provide additional explanation pertaining to the
refusal(s) and/or requirement(s) in this Office action, the trademark examining attorney may not provide
legal advice or statements about applicant’srights. See TMEP 88705.02, 709.06.

/Ameen Imam/
Examining Attorney
Law Office 113

(571) 272-1942
ameen.imam@uspto.gov

PERIODICALLY CHECK THE STATUSOF THE APPLICATION: To ensure that applicant does
not miss crucial deadlines or official notices, check the status of the application every three to four months
using the Trademark Status and Document Retrieval (TSDR) system at http://tsdr.uspto.gov/. Please keep
acopy of the TSDR status screen. If the status shows no change for more than six months, contact the
Trademark Assistance Center by e-mail at TrademarkA ssistanceCenter@uspto.gov or call 1-800-786-
9199. For more information on checking status, see http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/process/status/.

TO UPDATE CORRESPONDENCE/E-MAIL ADDRESS: Usethe Trademark Electronic Application
System (TEAYS) form at http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/correspondence.jsp.




To: VENM, LLC (pto@sherinianlaw.net)

Subject: U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 85848528 - VENM - 1318-0002
Sent: 5/31/2013 9:50:47 AM

Sent As: ECOM113@USPTO.GOV

Attachments:

UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO)

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING YOUR
U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION

USPTO OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) HASISSUED
ON 5/31/2013 FOR U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO.85848528

Please follow the instructions below:

(1) TO READ THE LETTER: Click on this link or go to http://tsdr.uspto.gov/, enter the U.S.
application serial number, and click on “Documents.”

The Office action may not be immediately viewable, to allow for necessary system updates of the
application, but will be available within 24 hours of this e-mail notification.

(20 QUESTIONS: For questions about the contents of the Office action itself, please contact the
assigned trademark examining attorney. For technical assistance in accessing or viewing the Office action
in the Trademark Status and Document Retrieval (TSDR) system, please e-mail TSDR@uspto.gov.

WARNING

PRIVATE COMPANY SOLICITATIONS REGARDING YOUR APPLICATION: Private
companies not associated with the USPTO are using information provided in trademark applications to
mail or e-mail trademark-related solicitations. These companies often use names that closely resemble the
USPTO and their solicitations may look like an official government document. Many solicitations require
that you pay “fees.”

Please carefully review all correspondence you receive regarding this application to make sure that you
are responding to an official document from the USPTO rather than a private company solicitation. All
official USPTO correspondence will be mailed only from the “United States Patent and Trademark
Office” in Alexandria, VA; or sent by e-mail from the domain “@uspto.gov.” For more information on
how to handle private company solicitations, see  http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/
solicitation warnings.jsp.







SERIAL NUMBER:

DATE:

NOTE TO THE FILE

NAME: amam

Googl e

Lexi s/ Nexi s
OneLook

W ki pedi a

Acr onym Fi nder
O her:

Checked:

X
X

Geogr aphi c significance
Sur nanme

Transl ati on

IDwith | D)CLASS mail box

85848528

05/30/2013

Discussed | D with:

Senior Atty
Managi ng Atty

Pr ot est evi dence revi ewed

Discussed Geo. Sig. with:

Seni or Atty
Managi ng Atty

__ Checked list of approved Canadian attorneys and agents

Discussed file with
Attorney/ Applicant via:

phone
emai |

Requested Law Li brary search
for:

PRI NT DO NOT PRI NT
Description of the mark

Transl ati on st at enent

Negati ve transl ati on statenent
Consent of |iving individual

Changed TRADEUPS t o:

OTHER:

Left nmessage with
At t or ney/ Appl i cant

| ssued Exam ner’s Anmendnent
and entered changes i n TRADEUPS

Added desi gn code in TRADEUPS

Re-i maged standard character
drawi ng

Contacted TM MADRI D | DY CLASS
about misclassified definite ID



*** User:aimam ***

#  Total Dead Live Live

Marks Marks Viewed Viewed
Docs Images

01 2 1 1 1

02 30 0 30 26

03 51 N/A 0 0

04 0 0 0 0

05 0 0 0 0

06 0 0 0 0

07 1 0 1 1

08 0 0 0 0

09 o0 0 0 0

10 2 1 1 1

1 0 0 0 0

12 21 21 0 0

13 164 N/A 0 0

14 134 0 134 123

15 57 N/A 0 0

16 27 0 27 26

Session started 5/30/2013 8:06:44 PM
Session finished 5/30/2013 8:15:06 PM
Total search duration O minutes 18 seconds
Session duration 8 minutes 22 seconds

Defaut NEAR limit=1ADJlimit=1

Sent to TICRS as Serial Number: 85848528

Statug/
Search
Duration
0:01
0:02
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:02
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01
0:01

Search

VENM [on]

*venm* [bi,tijnot dead [1d]
*VENM*[BI,TI]

"V ENM"[BI,TI]

"VE NM"[BI,TI]

"VEN M"[BI,TI]
"VENM"[BI,TI]

"V EN M"[BI,TI]

"VEN M"[BI,TI]

"V EN M"[BI,TI]

"V ENM"[BI,TI]

3NOT 2

*VENS$1M* [bi ti]not dead [Id]
13NOT 2

*V{v:2} NM* [bi ti]not dead [Id]
15NOT 2



VENM



PTO Form 1478 (Rev 9/2006)
OMB No. 0651-0009 (Exp 12/31/2014)

Trademark/Service Mark Application, Principal Register
TEAS Plus Application

Serial Number: 85848528

Filing Date: 02/13/2013

NOTE: Data fieldswith the* are mandatory under TEAS Plus. The wording " (if applicable)" appears

where thefield is only mandatory under the facts of the particular application.

Thetable below presentsthe data as entered.

TEASPIus

MARK INFORMATION

*MARK

*STANDARD CHARACTERS

USPTO-GENERATED IMAGE

LITERAL ELEMENT

*MARK STATEMENT

REGISTER

APPLICANT INFORMATION
*OWNER OF MARK

*STREET

*CITY

*STATE
(Required for U.S. applicants)

*COUNTRY

*ZIP/POSTAL CODE
(Required for U.S. applicants only)

LEGAL ENTITY INFORMATION

*TYPE

VENM

The mark consists of standard characters,
without claim to any particular font, style,
size, or color.

Principal

VENM, LLC
4367 Camelot Circle
Naperville

[llinois
United States

60564

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY



* STATE/COUNTRY WHERE LEGALLY
ORGANIZED

[llinois

GOODS AND/OR SERVICESAND BASISINFORMATION

*INTERNATIONAL CLASS

*IDENTIFICATION

*FILING BASIS

025
Dance costumes

SECTION 1(b)

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTSINFORMATION

*TRANSLATION
(if applicable)

*TRANSLITERATION
(if applicable)

* CLAIMED PRIOR REGISTRATION
(if applicable)

*CONSENT (NAME/LIKENESS)
(if applicable)

*CONCURRENT USE CLAIM
(if applicable)

ATTORNEY INFORMATION

NAME

ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER

FIRM NAME

STREET

CITY

STATE

COUNTRY

ZIP/POSTAL CODE

PHONE

FAX

EMAIL ADDRESS

AUTHORIZED TO COMMUNICATE VIA EMAIL
CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION
*NAME

FIRM NAME

*STREET

Depeng Bi

1318-0002

The Law Offices of Konrad Sherinian, LLC
1755 Park Street, Suite 200
Naperville

llinois

United States

60563

6303182606

6303182605
pto@sherinianlaw.net

Yes

Depeng Bi
The Law Offices of Konrad Sherinian, LLC
1755 Park Street, Suite 200



*CITY Naperville

:s:qflrrid for U.S. applicants) lllinois
*COUNTRY United States
*ZIPIPOSTAL CODE 60563
PHONE 6303182606
FAX 6303182605
*EMAIL ADDRESS pto@sherinianlaw.net;ebi @sherinianlaw.net
* AUTHORIZED TO COMMUNICATE VIA Yes

EMAIL

FEE INFORMATION

NUMBER OF CLASSES 1

FEE PER CLASS 275

*TOTAL FEE PAID 275
SIGNATURE INFORMATION

* SIGNATURE /Depeng Bi/
* SIGNATORY'SNAME Depeng Bi

* SIGNATORY'SPOSITION Attorney
SIGNATORY'SPHONE NUMBER 6303182606

* DATE SIGNED 02/13/2013



Trademark/Service Mark Application, Principal Register

TEAS Plus Application

Serial Number: 85848528
Filing Date: 02/13/2013

Tothe Commissioner for Trademarks:

MARK: VENM (Standard Characters, see mark)
The literal element of the mark consists of VENM.
The mark consists of standard characters, without claim to any particular font, style, size, or color.

The applicant, VENM, LLC, alimited liability company legally organized under the laws of Illinois,
having an address of

4367 Camelot Circle

Naperville, Illinois 60564

United States

requests registration of the trademark/service mark identified above in the United States Patent and
Trademark Office on the Principal Register established by the Act of July 5, 1946 (15 U.S.C. Section 1051
et seq.), as amended, for the following:

For specific filing basisinformation for each item, you must view the display within the Input Table.
International Class 025: Dance costumes

Intent to Use: The applicant has a bona fide intention to use or use through the applicant's related company

or licensee the mark in commerce on or in connection with the identified goods and/or services. (15

U.S.C. Section 1051(b)).

The applicant's current Attorney Information:
Depeng Bi of The Law Offices of Konrad Sherinian, LLC
1755 Park Street, Suite 200
Naperville, Illinois 60563
United States
The attorney docket/reference number is 1318-0002.

The applicant's current Correspondence Information:
Depeng Bi
The Law Offices of Konrad Sherinian, LLC
1755 Park Street, Suite 200
Naperville, 1llinois 60563
6303182606(phone)



6303182605(fax)
pto@sherinianlaw.net;ebi @sherinianlaw.net (authorized)

A fee payment in the amount of $275 has been submitted with the application, representing payment for 1
class(es).

Declar ation

The undersigned, being hereby warned that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by
fine or imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001, and that such willful false statements, and
the like, may jeopardize the validity of the application or any resulting registration, declares that he/sheis
properly authorized to execute this application on behalf of the applicant; he/she believes the applicant to
be the owner of the trademark/service mark sought to be registered, or, if the application is being filed
under 15 U.S.C. Section 1051(b), he/she believes applicant to be entitled to use such mark in commerce;
to the best of his’her knowledge and belief no other person, firm, corporation, or association has the right
to use the mark in commerce, either in the identical form thereof or in such near resemblance thereto as to
be likely, when used on or in connection with the goods/services of such other person, to cause confusion,
or to cause mistake, or to deceive; and that all statements made of his’her own knowledge are true; and
that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true.

Signature: /Depeng Bi/ Date Signed: 02/13/2013
Signatory's Name: Depeng Bi
Signatory's Position: Attorney

RAM Sale Number: 85848528
RAM Accounting Date: 02/13/2013

Serial Number: 85848528

Internet Transmission Date: Wed Feb 13 11:26:58 EST 2013
TEAS Stamp: USPTO/FTK-173.165.81.129-201302131126588
62693-85848528-500d48761d49d53972d08ed56
7174fc3e6336c88c98a32ecabaeffe6d3df ce76f
-CC-9495-20130213111046480237



VENM



12/9/13 KungFuDirect.com, the martial arts and kung fu Tai Chi supplies, carrier of Shaolin Kung fu

Ve 2

LI-MNING

“ KungFuDirect.com

Providing High Quality & Affordable Wushu Equipment!

View Cart

SEARCH

&2 Check out

Home / About Us / Contact Us / Order Status / Track Order / Apply Wholesale / FAQ / Login / Logout

Home » Footwear
Li-Ning Wushu

Product ID: FT022

Weapons
Uniforms The following discounts apply to all these products.
Free Standard Shipping On $200+
Footwear
. Product ID: FT020
Accessories

Sparring & Sanda

Dragons & Lions

Videos & DVDs

All Categories Budo Saga Golden KungFu Shoes

PRE-ORDER
New Arrival Release Dec 23, 2013
ew Armvals Price: 49.00
Special Offers

Clearance Items

Product ID: FT024
Apply Wholesale

Coupons & Gift
Certificates

Sponsor Program

FAQ Blue Budo Saga KungFu Shoes
PRE-ORDER
Release Dec 23, 2013

Price: 49.00

Product ID: FT027

Budo Saga Yellow KungFu shoes
Some sizes available.

All sizes release Dec 23, 2013
Price: 45.95

www.kungfudirect.com/products.php?cat=69

Budo Saga Red KungFu Shoes

Price: 49.00

Product ID: FT025

Budo Saga Black KungFu shoes

Price: 45.00

Product ID: FT028

Budo Saga Cotton with leather
shoes

size: | Please Select... [+]
Price: 38.00

CHECKOUT

Product ID: FT023

Budo Saga Pink Kung Fu Shoes
PRE-ORDER

Release Dec 23, 2013

Price: 49.00

Product ID: FT026

s>

Budo Saga White KungFu Shoes

Price: 45.95

Product ID: LNO86-2

Black KungFu/Tai Chi Shoes {125
R/ TR Ak

Click on Photo to view details

Size: | Please Select... E|

13



12/9/13

KungFuDirect.com, the martial arts and kung fu Tai Chi supplies, carrier of Shaolin Kung fu

1 Add to cart

Product ID: LNO86-1 Product ID: FT001

& : i, "

e 8 -

\ -_—,

w
White KungFu/Tai Chi Shoes 1% Leather Tai Chi Shoes Black
BN IPN Click to choose sizes
Click on Photo to view details Price: 38.95
Size: | Please Select... [=]

__Confi ure

Price: 79.00 g

1
Product ID: FT005 Product ID: FT006

Price: 79.00

1 Add to cart

Product ID: FT002

Leather Tai Chi Shoes White
Click to choose sizes
Price: 38.95

Product ID: FT003

Leather Kung Fu Wushu Shoes Leather Kung Fu Wushu Shoes
Black White

Click to choose sizes Click to choose sizes

Price: 38.95 Price: 38.95

Product ID: FT007 Product ID: FT010

Leather Tai Chi Shoes- Black
50% OFF Do-win Leather Shoes
Click to choose sizes

Price: 19.49

Product ID: FTO11

Leather Wushu Kung Fu Shoes Top One Feiyue Shoes - Black
Black Click to choose sizes

50% OFF Do-win Leather Shoes Price: 15.95

Click to choose sizes

Price: 19.49
Product ID: FT013 Product ID: FT014

www.kungfudirect.com/products.php?cat=69

Top One Feiyue Shoes - White
Click Configure to Choose size
Get 2nd pair for $12.99 only!

List Price: 16-99
Price: 14.99

Product ID: FT016
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KungFuDirect.com, the martial arts and kung fu Tai Chi supplies, carrier of Shaolin Kung fu

Top one Feiyue Shoes - Pure Black
Choose your size

Top one Feiyue Shoes - Pure
White
Choose your size

Price: 15.95

Popular Searches on Kung Fu Direct Store

Weapons Uniforms
e Kung Fu Spear

e Wushu Spear

e Nunchaku

e Competition Swords
e Tai Chi Swords

e Wushu Swords

e Kung Fu Swords

e Wushu Cudgel

e Kung Fu Cudgel

e Tai Chi Long Pole

Company Info:
About Us
Contact Us

Partners & Friends

Transactions Secured by

www.kungfudirect.com/products.php?cat=69

e Tai Chi Uniforms

e Kung Fu Uniforms

e ShaolinCostumes

e Tai Chi Costumes

e Kung Fu Costumes

e Wushu Costumes

e Martial Arts Uniforms
e Tai Chi Pants

e Kung Fu Pants

e Wushu Pants

Footwear

e Tai Chi Shoes Black
e Kung Fu Shoes

e Wushu Shoes

e Martial Arts Shoes

e Feiyue Shoes

e Shaolin Shoes

e Taichi Shoes

e Kid’s Kung Fu Shoes
e Top one Shoes

e KungFu Shoes

Security & Privacy:
Security & Privacy Policy
Terms & Conditions

FAQ

JNMOI'I [
SECURED VIsA

Price: 15.99

Accessories Sparring & Sanda

e Spear Head e SanDa Gear

e Tassel e Head Guard

e Sword Bag e Boxing Glove
e Tai Chi Kung Fu .

Sash e Punching Bag
e Super Grip e Weapon Gear

e Sword Stand e Striking Pad

e Sword Flags e Taekwondo Gear
e Chain Whip Flag e Punch Mitts
e Spear Tassel ¢ Body Shield

e Carrying Case e Kicking Target

Services & Support:

My Account

Apply Wholesale

Coupons & Gift Certificates

[Fepre]|

powered by VerlSign

ABOUT SSL CERTIFICATES

Powered by KungFu Direct © 2013-2014 Inc.

Kid's Wushu Kung Fu Shoes
60% OFF!
Price: 6.00

Dragons & Lion Videos & DVDs

e Southern Lion * Wushu DVDs

e Dragon Dance e TTai Chi DVDs

e Drum e Kung Fu DVDs
e Kid’s Lion e Tai Chi Fan
e Cymbals e IWuF Standard
e Gong ¢ O-Mei DVDs

e Gong Stand * Qigong Meditation

e Drum Stand e Kung Fu Music
e Banner e Application

* Flags e Shaolin DVDs

Shipping & Returns:
Shipping Policy
Returns & Exchanges

Order Status & Track Order
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Konrad Sherinian, an attorney, hereby certify that on December 13, 2013, the listed
documents were served on Opposer by delivering a true and correct copy thereof to the address
of Opposer’s Attorney by depositing the same with the United States Postal Service, postage pre-
paid, via first class mail, addressed to:

Aaron Silverstein

Saunders + Silverstein LLP
14 Cedar Street, Suite 224
Amesbury, MA 01913

SERVED DOCUMENTS

e First Amended Answer and Exhibits A-D
e C(Certificate of Service

N WH...

Konrad Sherinian

Konrad Sherinian (ARDC No. 6290749)

THE LAW OFFICES OF KONRAD SHERINIAN, LL.C
1755 Park Street

Suite # 200

Naperville, Illinois 60563

P: (630) 318-2606

F: (630) 318-2605



